
COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

In the Matter of: 

THE APPLICATION OF HARRISON COUNTY ) 
RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE ) 
CORPORATION, INC. FOR AN ADJUSTMENT ) CASE NO. 94-432 
TO ITS RETAIL ELECTRIC POWER TARIFFS ) 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that Harrison County Rural Electric Cooperative 

Corporation, Inc. ("Harrison") shall file an original and 10 copies 

of the following information with this Commission, with a copy to 

all parties of record. Each copy of the information should be 

placed in a separate volume with each item numbered to correspond 

to the request included herein. When a number of sheets are 

required for an item, each sheet should be appropriately indexed, 

for example, Item l(a), Sheet 2 of 6. Include with each response 

the name of the person who will be responsible for responding to 

questions relating to the information provided. Careful attention 

should be given to copied material to ensure that it is legible. 

The information is due no later than February 21, 1995. 

The following questions refer to Exhibits C and D of the 

application, Item 1 of the response to the Commission's Order of 

January 24, 1995, and to four pages of Exhibits N and P of the 

application filed by East Kentucky Power cooperative, Inc. ("East 

Kentucky") in Case No. 94-336', which were referenced in Harrison's 

response and are attached as Appendix A to this Order. 

Case No. 94-336, The Application of East Kentucky Power 
Cooperative, Inc. for an Adjustment to its Wholesale Power 
Tariffs. 
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1. Item l(b) of Harrison's response shows the calculation of 

a decrease in load center rates for Schedule C customers of 

$28,476, which is twelve times the new load center charge of $2,373 

per month. should this decrease instead be twelve times the 

difference between the new load center charge of $2,373 per month 

and the old charge of $1,069 per month? If no, explain why not. 

2. Item l ( a )  of Harrison's responae shows the calculation of 

the decrease in rates for schedule C cuatomers of $219,123, which 
includes the $190,647 calculated by Eaet Kentucky -the $28,476 

load center charge increase allocated to Schedule C customers. 
Should this decrease include instead the $190,647 calculated by 

East Kentucky the proper allocated load center charge 

increase? If no, explain why not. 

3. Item l ( c )  of Harrison's response refers to East 

Kentucky's Exhibit P, page 2 of 4, showing a decrease of $476,481 

and load center increases of $216,684 for Harrison's Section E 

rates. The amounts shown on Exhibit P compared to those shown on 

Exhibit N reflect a net decrease of $539,797 and an increase in 

load center charges of $137,388 ($227,184 per Exhibit P lees 

$89,796 as shown on Exhibit N). Explain in detail how the amounts 

of $476,481 and $216,684 provided in the response were derived from 

the East Kentucky exhibits. 

4. A review of the aforementioned responses and the East 

Kentucky exhibits indicates there is need for modifications to 

Exhibits C and D of Harrison's application. The attached Appendix 

B includes a restatement of those exhibits with the necessary 
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modifications. Tho roatatomont ranulto in a decreaoe in the rate 

reduction for Schadulo C cuatomoro, from $190,647 to $174,999, and 

an increase in tho rat0 roduction for Schedule E cuotomers, from 

$539,797 to $555,546. Provido any commento regarding the 

modifications and whothor thoy accurately follow tho amounts in the 

East Kentucky axhibito and tho mathodology proposed by Harrison. 

Dona at Frankfort, Kontucky, thin 14th dny oC Pchrunry, 1995. 

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

ATTEST : 

3,w 
Executive Director 



EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE 

CASE NO. 94 -938 

REVENUE BY RATE CLASS UNDER CURRENT WHOLESALE RATES 

DEMAND I $4.34 
1ST STEP ENERQY I 0.03154 
2ND STEP ENERGY I 

o.o iew 

COOPERATIE 

810 SANDY 
BLUE GRASS 
CLARK 
CUM. VALLEY 
FARMERS 
FLEM. - MAS. 
FOX CREEK 
QRAYSON 
HARRISON 
INTER. CO. 
JACKSON CO. 
LICK. VALLEY 
NOLIN 
OWEN 
SALT RIVER 
SHELBY 
SOUTH KY. 
TAYLOR CO. 

TOTALS 

1 ST STEP 
ET9 ENERGY 

REVENUE REVENUE 

$0 $e,47i,ooe 
3,e24 11,75e,949 
9,434 e,zi 5,4313 

15,818 e,480,793 
325 7 .7e3 ,m 

1,084 3,e31,24e 

9,438 4,ie7,33e 
o 7 , 8 0 e , m  

6,400 18,e4a,ioi 
o 5.eat1.15e 

2,285 14 ,7ee ,m 

5,053 5,3e2,3e5 
eo,5oe i e.eee.ez2 

$13e,oi4 $i75.eoo.e7e 

724 11,555,557 

2,047 5,059,532 

0 11,770,023 

16,297 15,074,476 

0 9,058,703 

2ND STEP 
ENERQY 
REVENUE 

$217,2ee 
5zo,e5.1 

4 8 2 , m  

384,273 

iei.428 

235.5ei 
e78,eoo 
3ze,324 

370,738 

325,513 

84,324 

172,228 

293,144 
455,939 
548,104 
235,570 

338,903 
5 7 7 . e ~ ~  

TOTAL 
ENERQY 
REVENUE 

m,aee,30e 
iz,2ei,227 
e,5e5,ei i 

8,eoz,i 25 

4,018,857 

e.i44,397 

e,3ie,4ao 
I 2,0e3,1e~ 
15,225,ieo 
15,e38,e77 
5,ezz.eee 

20.5i4.22e 
e,385,eo5 

12,049,044 

8,148,254 

5,243,008 
4348.005 

19,331,407 

LOADCENTER 
REVENUE 

$102,e24 
iza,zeo 

1 e o m i  
ioz,e24 

84,140 
ioz,e24 
08,7913 

ize.280 
25e.5eo 

zie,07e 
zee.3ee 

258,580 
ize,zeo 

179,592 

11  5,452 

11 5.452 
192,420 

115,452 

EXHIBIT N 
Page 2 of 7 

TOTAL 
REVENUE 

$e.e44,750 
1 e,499,14e 

ie,i23,eoi 
i i ,7ie,401 
io,eo7,48e 

11,542,408 

5,430,749 
7,012,303 
5,820,344 

10,924,481 
25,795,i e1 
e,403,e55 

ie,zei,ee4 

7,509,ei 2 

20,391,004 
21,004,908 

27,541,195 
12,539222 



EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE 

CASE NO. 04 -336 

REVENUE BY RATE CLASS UNDER CURRENT WHOLESALE RATES 

I RATE SCHEDULE C b 

COOPERATIVE 

BLUE GRASS 
FARMERS 
FLEM.-MASON 
FOX CREEK 
QRAWON 
HARRISON 
JACKSON CO. 
OWEN 
SOUTH KY. 

TOTAL C 

INUND CONTAINER' 

INLAND STEAM' 

40% EUR DIwount on Demand Aale 

DEMAND 
REVENUE 

$323,400 
158,688 

1,040,000 
0 

170,432 
388,823 
287,427 
2 3 2,O 5 0 
287.803 

$2,074,331 

ENERQY 
REVENUE 

$613,001 
336.688 

2,888,008 
0 

375,027 
1,044,275 

726,813 
573,307 
868,550 

$7,023,929 

TOTAL 
REVENUE 

6838,401 
482,481 

3,708,010 
0 

545,458 
1,441,088 
1,014,240 

805,437 
RM,163 

18.888.269 

048,071 4,387,476 L W M R  
833,077 3,882,441 f 4 J l P A P  



EAST KENTUCKY POWEA COOPERATIVE 

CASE NO. 84-398 

I SCHEDULE E b 07.00 

TOTAL 
OFP-PEAK METERIN0 LOAD 
mnwv palm P MVA EMVA ~ O M V A  WMVA cmen m a  NOR(. 
REVVCNUC REVENUE REVENUE REVENUE REVENUE REVFNNuE REVENUE R N M U E  REVENUE DIFFERCNTIAL 

a u1a.m 
llO.820 I0B.W 

0 340.240 



EAST KENTUCKY POWER COOPERATIVE 

CASE NO. 94-336 

)SCHEDULE c 1 

INlAND-E(t) $000,799 

WERQY TOTAL 
REKNUE REKNUE 

N O M  
REV. DIFFERENTIAL 

INLAND-E 

EXHIBrTP 
6'0p4014 

(0 EDR Dllewnl d 4 0 2  ipplkd b (h. Dnnnd htm 



APPENDIX B 

APPENDIX TO AN ORDER OF THE KENTUCKY PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMMISSION IN CASE NO. 94-432 DATED FEBRUARY 14, 1995. 

1. Load center rate increase 

Load center revenues at new rates $227,184 

$137,388 
Less: load center revenues at old rates 89.796 

2. One load center's increase allocated to Schedule C 

New load center charge $2,373 
Less: old load center charge 1.059 

$1,304 X 12 = $15,648 

3. Section E rate decrease 

Revenue at new rates w/o load center revenue 
[$5,280,547 - $227,184 (per EKP Ex. P, page 2)l $5,053,363 
Less: revenue at old rates w/o load center revenue 
[$5,820,344 - $89,796 (per EKP Ex. N, page 2)l 5.730.548 

$ 677,185 

ule C Rateq 

Decrease in Schedule C Ratea (per EKP Ex. P) $190,647 
Less: Load center increase for Schedule C 15.648 
Net decrease in coste for Schedule C customers $174,999 

Divided by kwh sales to Schedule C customers 43,657,228 

Equal decrease in each Schedule C energy rate .004008 

petail m e a  Based on E a s t u c k v ' s  Schedule E RateR 

Decrease in Schedule E Rates $677,185 
Less: Load center increase for Schedule E 121.740 
Net decrease in costs for Schedule E customers $555,445 

Divided by kwh sales to Schedule E customers 127,181,178 

Equal decrease in each Schedule E energy rate .004367 


